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REMARKS 

("buns i-12, 14 and 16-24 ate pending in flic application, uuh claims i 12and2<s 
being the independent claims Independent churns 1 12 and 20 ate souyht to be amended 
Claims 13 and I s remain canceled £ ntrs and eonssuuation of this \mendmcnt ts 
sespeetfulh sequested No new matter is beliexed to luxe bum introduced b\ this 
Amendment. 

Applicant has mad*, the ahoxe Amendment to mure par titular 1\ point om and 
distmctlv claim the subject matte* which Applicant tegaids as the invention Based on the 
abo\e Amendment and the follow my jemaiLs Applicant lespectfullv leqttests that the 
fcxaminei reconsider and withdiaw all outstanding rejections 

Rejeitums under 35 L..S.C # 103(a) 

{ laims 1-12, I land i 0-2 4 as e r ejected under t S C s lO^at as bemg aliegedh 
unpatentable o\ei T S Patent No f\*>°4,oS2 thetemdttet referred to as 'Peterson ') m \iev\ of 
L S Patent \o o ™4 0 Ou (hereinafter lefened to as ' sahas ") Regarding claims (> and S, 
official notice is taken ihat it is well know n sn the ait to cncr\ pt both sti taming and stoicd 
media content m otdet to limit access to said content to authon/ul uewets, and likewise it is 
\%e!l knov\n in the art foi content receuers to include deception means to deuspt enenpted 
media content when appropuate, for the purpose ot peimutmg authoii/ed ustis to en|o\ 
enci\pted content Regarding claims 10, I i \H and 1°, official notice is taken that n is well 
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known sn the ait to iepiace oj update an application ptogsam m t i computing dev ice foi the 

put pose of upgiadutg older softuaie to a iiwei, impuned \eision applicant lespectfulh 

traxetses these rejections \uih les/atd to claims l-i2, I i and 16-2 4 sitae Peteison Sahai and 

the Official Notices tithes taken alone oj in combination, do not teach o; suggest each 

element of amended independent claims t, 12 and 20 for at least the following reason 

independent claims 1,12 and 20 were amended to include a similat featute of wherein 
the fiisi eontem managei legisieis v\ith flit, eoordmatot b\ udormmg the coouhnatoi ol the 
first digital data t\pc m oidei for the eoordrnatoi to ieeu\e the first stoied content from the 
fiist content manages and wheictn the second content manage! legisteis vssth the coot dictator 
b\ informing the coordinator of the second digital data tspe m oidei foi the cooidm.uor to 
seceue the second stored content fiovn the second content manage) \pphcants assert that 
Peteison Sahat and the Official Notices, either taken alone or in combination, do not teach ot 
suggest the claimed feature. 

In particular, the Examiner states that Peteison fails to disclose the first and second 
content managers register with the coordinator by informing the coordinator of the fust and 
second data t> pes. The Examiner added Sahai to teach this feature Applicants assert that 
Sahai does not teach or suggest the first and second content managers register with the 
coordinator by informing the coordinator of the first and .second data types in order for the 
coordinator to receive the first stored content from the first content manger and in order for 
the coordinator to receive the second stored content from the second content manager. 
Therefore, for at ieast this reason, independent claims 1,12 and 20 (and their dependent 
claims 2-11, 14, 1 6-1.9 and 2.1-24) are patentable over Peterson, Sahai and the Official 
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Notices, either taken alone or in combination. Accordingly; Applicant respectfully requests 

that the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be reconsidered and withdrawn. 



INVITATION FOR A TELEPHONE INTERVIEW 



The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned, Molly A. McCaSL at (703) 633-0931 
if there remains any issue with allowance of the case 
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CONCLUSION 

\pplicant tespectfulK submits that ail ot the .stated giounds of {ejection ha\e been 
proper K runeiscci accommodated ot tendered moot \pphcant hche\cs that a full and 
complete response has been made to the outstanding Office Action Thus Applicant helioses 
that the present application is in condition foi allowance and as such Xpplscant respectful K 
it-quests iea>nsideiauon and withdiawal ot the outstanding objections and i ejections, and 
allowance of this application. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Intel Corporation 

Dated; August 1 7, 2007 /Molly A. McCail/Reg. No. 46,126 

Molly A. Mc( all 
Intel Corporation 
do Intel levatc. 1 I C 
P.O. Box 52050 
Minneapolis. MN 55402 

P 10860 third non-final OA 
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